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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . In response to communications filed on 05/04/2009, the Examiner acknowledges 
the amendments made to the claims and have both considered and applied them to the 
claims. 

Claims 61-71 are presented for examination. 

Response to Remarks/Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of the claims have been fully 
considered but they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Priority 

3. Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 
119(a)-(e)orunder35 U.S.C. 120, 121 , or 365(c) is acknowledged. Priority is claimed 
from Foreign Application 2002-249215 (Japan). 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. For the record, the Examiner acknowledges the IDS submitted on 03/08/2004 
and 05/13/2004. They have been received and considered. 



Oath/Declaration 

5. For the record, the Examiner acknowledges that the Oath/Declaration submitted 
on 08/28/2003 has been received and considered. 
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Drawings 

6. For the record, the Examiner acknowledges that the Drawings submitted on 
08/28/2003 have been received and considered. 

Specification 

7. For the record, the Examiner acknowledges that the Specification submitted on 
1 1/13/2007 has been received and considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 61 and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as failing 
to provide sufficient antecedent basis for the limitations of all claims which 
applicant(s) regard as their invention. Claim 61 and 71 recites the limitation "the 
predetermined value." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claim Objections 

9. Claim 61 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim recites, 
"a management request indicating one of a duplication request for duplicating a content 
and a deletion request for deleting the content." The Examiner objects to the claim to 
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"one of two elements but the recitation of "[element 1] and [element 2]." The claim 
should read "[element 1] or [element 2]," elements 1 and 2 being the duplication 
request and deletion request respectfully. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 61-62 and 70-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being disclosed by 
Enoki etal. (US Patent No. 5,873,085 hereinafter "Enoki"). 

Regarding claim 61 , Enoki , discloses a content duplication management apparatus 
that manages content duplications performed on an apparatus, comprising: 
• a request receiving unit (14:58 - "receiving section 107") configured to receive, 
from the apparatus, a management request indicating one of a duplication 
request for duplicating a content and a deletion request for deleting the content 
(29:34-36 - "access request processing section," 29:36-43 - "duplication/deletion 
management section is provided instead of he duplication management section"); 
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• a management unit (1 5:67 - 1 6:3 - "management table processing section 601 ") 
configured to execute the management request received from said request 
receiving unit in order of arrival (15:67 - 16:3 - "processes the request by using 
the management table 103, and instructs the transmitting section 108 to transmit 
the processed result to the client computer 109a. Subsequent to the step S702, 
the transmitting section 108 transmits the processed result to the client computer 
109a (step 703) ... steps S202, S203, and S204 in Fig. 2 described in the first 
embodiment are performed in sequence." The Examiner understands the 
disclosure of these steps being performed "in sequence" (for each received 
request) to indicates that, as claimed, the requests are processed/handled in the 
order in which they are received.) 

• a holding unit configured to hold duplication restriction information indicating a 
number of permitted content duplications (28:54 — 29:48 - "duplication 
management section 1 1 02 checks the file access table 31 06 and determines a 
frequently accessed file identifier ... when there occurs a files access request 
from the client computer 31 12, the file access table 3106 is updated by the file 
access count updating section 3107, and the duplication management section 
1 102 which is activated by the timer 3108 at predetemined intervals ... further 
when request for the duplication file happen to be made from multiple client 
computers simultaneously, the access request processing section 3105 
processes such requests not only as request to the server where the original file 
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is stored but also as requests to other servers where copies are stored"), wherein 
said management unit, 

o (1) when the management request that has been received first among the 
management requests that have not been executed is the deletion 
request, adds the predetermined value to the number of permitted content 
duplications (15:45-55 and 29:57-61), and 
o (2) when the management request that has been received first is the 
duplication request and 

■ (i) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction information 
is greater than the predetermined value, duplicates the content for 
the apparatus, and subtracts the predetermined value from the 
umber indicated by the duplication restriction information (28:46 - 
29:6), 

■ (ii) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction information 
is less than the predetermined value, rejects the duplication request 
(28:46-29:6), and 

■ (iii) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction information 
is less than the predetermined value and the deletion request exists 
subsequent to the duplication request, executes, on an exceptional 
basis, the deletion request prior to the duplication request, and 
adds the predetermined value to the number indicated by the 
duplication restriction information (28:46-29:6 and 30:36-44). 
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Regarding claim 62 , Enoki , discloses the content duplication management 
apparatus of claim 61 , wherein said management unit further duplicates the 
content for the apparatus that has requested the duplication request, and 
subtracts the predetermined value from the number indicated by the duplication 
restriction information, after executing the deletion request prior to the duplication 
request, and adds the predetermined value to the number indicated by the 
duplication restriction information (15:67-16:3). 

Claim 70 , which claims, a content duplication management method for managing 
content duplications performed on an apparatus, comprising: a request receiving 
step of receiving, from the apparatus, a management request indicating one of a 
duplication request for duplicating a content and a deletion request for deleting 
the content; a management step of executing the management request received 
from a request receiving unit in order of arrival; a holding step of holding 
duplication restriction information indicating a number of permitted content 
duplications, wherein in the management step, (1) when the management 
request that has been received first among the management requests that have 
not been executed is the deletion request, the predetermined value is added to 
the number of permitted content duplications, and (2) when the management 
request that has been received first is the duplication request and (i) if the 
number indicated by the duplication restriction information is greater than 
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the predetermined value, the content is duplicated for the apparatus, the 
predetermined value is subtracted from the number indicated by the duplication 
restriction information, (ii) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction 
information is less than the predetermined value, the duplication request is 
rejected, and (iii) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction information 
is less than the predetermined value and the deletion request exists subsequent 
to the duplication request, the deletion request is executed on an exceptional 
basis prior to the duplication request, and the predetermined value is added to 
the number indicated by the duplication restriction information - Rejected under 
the same rationale as claims 61 and 62. 

Claim 71 . which claims, a content duplication management system comprising an 
apparatus and a content duplication management apparatus that manages 
content duplications performed on the apparatus connected to a network, said 
content duplication management apparatus including: a request receiving unit 
configured to receive, from said apparatus, a management request indicating one 
of a duplication request for duplicating a content and a deletion request for 
deleting the content; a management unit configured to execute the management 
request received from said request receiving unit in order of arrival; a holding unit 
configured to hold duplication restriction information indicating a number of 
permitted content duplications, wherein said management unit, (1) when the 
management request that has been received first among the management 
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requests that have not been executed is the deletion request, adds the 
predetermined value to the number of permitted content duplications, and (2) 
when the management request that has been received first is the duplication 
request and (i) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction information is 
greater than the predetermined value, duplicates the content for the apparatus, 
and subtracts the predetermined value from the number indicated by the 
duplication restriction information, (ii) if the number indicated by the duplication 
restriction information is less than the predetermined value, rejects the 
duplication request, and (iii) if the number indicated by the duplication restriction 
information is less than the predetermined value and the deletion request exists 
subsequent to the duplication request, executes, on an exceptional basis, the 
deletion request prior to the duplication request, and adds the predetermined 
value to the number indicated by the duplication restriction information - 
Rejected under the same rationale as claims 61 and 62. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 63-65 and 68-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Enoki et al. (US Patent No. 5,873,085 hereinafter "Enoki"), in view of Narin et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication No. 2004/01 58709 A1 hereinafter "Narin"). 



Enoki , is silent in disclosing the limitations of claims 63 and 65 , however Narin 
does disclose the duplication restriction information includes an in-group 
remaining number and an out-group remaining number, and said management 
unit judges whether or not the apparatus belongs to a predetermined group when 
the predetermined value is either added to or subtracted from the number 
indicated by the duplication restriction information, and 

(1) if the apparatus is judged to belong to the group, either increases or 
decreases the in-group remaining number (0065 and 0107), and 

(2) if the apparatus is judged to not belong to the group, either increases 
or decreases the out-group remaining number (0065 and 0107). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention to have been motivated to combine the disclosures of Enoki with 
that of Narin, as both are directed towards virtual file/content management and 
publishing digital content wih a digital rights management system. As such it 
would have been obvious to combine the two and Narin provide motivation in the 
recitation, "a need exists ... for providing a digital rights management (DRM) and 
enforcement architecture and method that allows the controlled rendering or 
playing of arbitrary forms of digital content ... especially in an office or 
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organization environment or the like where documents are to be shared amongst 
a defined group of individuals or classes of individuals (0015)." 



Enoki , is silent in disclosing the limitations of claim 64 , however Narin does 
disclose said management unit, (1 ) when the management request is the 
duplication request and the apparatus is judged to belong to the group (0092 and 
0107), and (i) if the in-group remaining number is not zero, duplicates the content 
for the apparatus, and subtracts the predetermined number from the in-group 
remaining number (0065), and (ii) if the in-group remaining number is zero, 
rejects the management request (0063), and (2) when the management request 
is the duplication request and the apparatus is judged to not to belong to the 
group (0092 and 0107), and (i) if the out-group remaining number is not zero, 
duplicates the content for the apparatus, and subtracts the predetermined 
number from the out-group remaining number (0065), and (ii) if the out-group 
remaining number is zero, rejects the management request (0063). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention to have been motivated to combine the disclosures of Enoki with 
that of Narin, as both are directed towards virtual file/content management and 
publishing digital content with a digital rights management system. As such it 
would have been obvious to combine the two and Narin provide motivation in the 
recitation, "a need exists ... for providing a digital rights management (DRM) and 
enforcement architecture and method that allows the controlled rendering or 
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playing of arbitrary forms of digital content ... especially in an office or 
organization environment or the like where documents are to be shared amongst 
a defined group of individuals or classes of individuals (0015)." 

Regarding claim 64 , Enoki , is silent in disclosing the limitations of clam 65 , 
however Narin does disclose when the management request is the deletion 
request, however, and (1 ) if the apparatus is judged to belong to the group, adds 
the predetermined value to the in-group remaining number (0065), and (2) if the 
apparatus is judged not to belong to the group, adds the predetermined value to 
the out-group remaining number (0065). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention to have been motivated to combine the disclosures of Enoki with 
that of Narin, as both are directed towards virtual file/content management and 
publishing digital content with a digital rights management system. As such it 
would have been obvious to combine the two and Narin provide motivation in the 
recitation, "a need exists ... for providing a digital rights management (DRM) and 
enforcement architecture and method that allows the controlled rendering or 
playing of arbitrary forms of digital content ... especially in an office or 
organization environment or the like where documents are to be shared amongst 
a defined group of individuals or classes of individuals (0015)." 
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Enoki , is silent in disclosing the limitations of claim 68 , however Narin does 
disclose content duplication management apparatus wherein said management 
unit further notifies, to the apparatus, transfer information showing (i) at least a 
number that is less than the in-group remaining number and (ii) at least a number 
that is less than the out-group remaining number, and subtracts each of the 
numbers shown by the transfer information from the in-group remaining number 
and the out-group remaining number, respectively (0065,0092 and 0107). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention to have been motivated to combine the disclosures of Enoki with 
that of Narin, as both are directed towards virtual file/content management and 
publishing digital content with a digital rights management system. As such it 
would have been obvious to combine the two and Narin provide motivation in the 
recitation, "a need exists ... for providing a digital rights management (DRM) and 
enforcement architecture and method that allows the controlled rendering or 
playing of arbitrary forms of digital content ... especially in an office or 
organization environment or the like where documents are to be shared amongst 
a defined group of individuals or classes of individuals (0015)." 

Regarding claim 69 , Enoki , discloses the content duplication management 
apparatus of Claim 63, wherein said content duplication management apparatus 
is connected to a network, and further includes an acquisition unit configured to 
acquire the content from outside a home network, and said management unit 
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judges that an apparatus connected to the home network belongs to the group, in 
the judgment of whether or not the apparatus belongs to the group (1 5:45-55, 
15:67-16:3 and 29:57-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 66-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Enoki (U.S. Patent Application No. 2003/0076955, hereinafter "Enoki") in view of 
Narin et al. (US Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0158709 A1 hereinafter 
"Narin") and further in view of Ganesan (U.S. Patent Application No. 
2002/0019814 A1 , hereinafter "Ganesan"). 

Regarding claim 66 , Enoki , is silent in disclosing the content duplication 
management apparatus further comprising: an acquisition unit configured to 
acquire a start time of a processing of the management request; and a time 
management unit configured to cause said management unit to execute the 
management request corresponding to the start time, at the start time, however 
Ganesan does provide such a disclosure (0012 - "a description of the rights 
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(play, copy, etc.) conferred by the license and related conditions (begin date, 
expiration date, number of plays, etc.), where such description is in a digitally 
readable form"). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have been 
motivated to combine the Enoki and Ganesan references as both are 
directed towards content rights management. The motivation to combine 
these references is provided by Ganesan, which recites in 0007 "a need 
exists for a trusted component running on the computing device, where 
the trusted component enforces the rights of the content owner on such 
computing device in connection with a piece of digital content, even 
against attempts by the user of such computing device to access such 
digital content in ways not permitted by the content owner. As but one 
example, such a trusted software component prevents a user of the 
computing device from making a copy of such digital content, except as 
otherwise allowed for by the content owner thereof. 

Regarding claim 67 , Enoki , is silent in disclosing the content duplication 
management apparatus comprising: an acquisition unit configured to acquire a 
usage expiry date of the content; and a time management unit configured to 
cause said management unit to increase the number indicated by the duplication 
restriction information when the usage expiry date has passed, however 
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Ganesan does provide such a disclosure (0012 - "a description of the rights 
(play, copy, etc.) conferred by the license and related conditions (begin date, 
expiration date, number of plays, etc.), where such description is in a digitally 
readable form"). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have been 
motivated to combine the Enoki and Ganesan references as bothare 
directed towards content rights management. The motivation to combine 
these references is provided by Ganesan, which recites in 0007 "a need 
exists for a trusted component running on the computing device, where 
the trusted component enforces the rights of the content owner on such 
computing device in connection with a piece of digital content, even 
against attempts by the user of such computing device to access such 
digital content in ways not permitted by the content owner. As but one 
example, such a trusted software component prevents a user of the 
computing device from making a copy of such digital content, except as 
otherwise allowed for by the content owner thereof. 

Conclusion 

13. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to 
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the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply 
as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the responses, fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chinwendu C. Okoronkwo whose telephone number is 
(571) 272 2662. The examiner can normally be reached on MWF 9:30 - 7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser Moazzami can be reached on (571) 272 4195. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/C. C. O.l /Nasser G Moazzami/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2436 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2436 



